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NR  STEBBING having ublihed — 24 | 
be calls, A true flate of the contro- 
verſy with, Mr. Foſter on tbe ſubject 
D of Hereſy, and having told the world, 
that he intended it by way of Au, 
| to my ſecond letter, I muſt brief nite 
farr i the ny frond of both theſe _ n 
Work, however ungrateful to myſelf, and un- 
edifying to the reader, I am obliged to ſuhmit 
to, in order to detect miſrepreſentations, and 
ſet the Doctor s {kill and feady temper, as a dil 
putant, in a proper light. And I preſume on 
the reader's excuſe, for engaging ſo far in perſonal. 
altercations, on account of the unhappy. nece. 
ſuy I am under; aſſuring him, that if he meets 
with very little that directly relates to the Jalil: 755 
— of Hereſy, itſelf, it is becauſe Pg che, trug 
om Bag "Fate 
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e of ps controverſy. (as it is Mg has bes 
Wu reafon fails, the too general rate in 


diſputes is, to have recourl to art. Fan ar 
gument is no longer to be defended, it muſt, 


9 


_ if poflible, be perplexed; that thoſe may be at 
leaſt amuſed, who are not likely to be convinc 'd. 


— But if this was Dr. Stebbing' s deſign in his 
laſk-gerformance, he muſt give me leave to de- 
ject as y o pinic „that His genius, though 
eck by à long experience. in Polemical tracts, 


. "viſibly forſook him. And that I may not 


bh thought to fay this from prejudice, I ſhall 


| 2 in a few werds, chow the calc really ſtands. 


ny Heron Fetter I eonſider d, diſtinctiy, 


i 45 part of the debate between us, and left 


nothing, that I thought material, unexamined. 


15 An becher Dr. Stebbine has really anſwer d 30 


only pete tended to anſwer it, will appear Wo. 


all th world, by a ſhort review of the ſeveral 
"things: contained in it: In which, as it will lke⸗ 
c wiſe be an epitome of the whole controverſy, and 


help te ſettle the 7rae Pate of it, I hur nbly de 


IBFHEUN with giving a paraphraſe of St. Paul's 


= wordb in Ml Epiſtle to Titus, according to Dr. Steb-" 
75 aueh ciples'*; by which thought it would 
| 45 0 


appear pear, that the ſenſe wicels he hatn 
upon them an pee abſurd and unnatural, 
Ar Apo ſtle's character, 

— an inſpired writer, and perſon of h- 
nent. doe this he jon taken no no- 


ewe chat 
eee d porn yes 55 


the 


Dy. $TEBBING. 


the texts which the Doctor has produced to ſup⸗ Z 
port his notion of Hereſy, and urg'd over and : 

over as if they were moſt. plain and deciſive te- 
 Nimonies have no manner of relation to the 
point he intended to eſtabliſh, the greateſt ' part 
of them ſpeaking only of immoralities, and men- 
tioning not one word about departing” from the 
Faith; and that the Doctor has in Met con- 
feſſed in his ſecond Letter, that they ſay not a 

| ſyllable about Hereſy or Heretics, when he an- 
wers, 'tis no matter for that, tho' he ſtill conti 
nues to repeat and inſiſt upon them with a ſur- 
izing inflexibility. Upon this head likewiſe 
E has not thought it adviſcable to defend himſelf, 
I have ſhewn farther ®, that Dr. Srebbing's 
notion of Hereſy makes it a thing entirely NN 
trary: that, according to him, the goſpel has 
pre eſcribed that as a rule by which to frame 4 
judgment of Hereſy, that can, in 7t/elf,, be no 
rule; that neceſſarily leads to confuſion and in- 
- confiſtency ; and alſo a rule that is diſcouraging | 
) honeſt and impartial inquiries after truth; 
and an 2 pręſive rule, by ang upon which the 
rights of conſcience. will be unavoidably and ofs 
ten violated; and the beſt of chriſtians be ana. 
vordably and often ſubjected to an opprobrious 
character, and expelled the communion of the 
church. And under each of theſe heads the Doctors 

defences of himſelf have been particularly exa- 
mined, and proved to be weak and inſutficietite 
Beſides all this, T have largely ſhewn, that his no- 
tion of Herefy, vi. that it is an ohen departure 


. from the Faith, whether with or gory eee 
eee Tete un Dr. Mah 93714 36s — 
*2 24 5 whether F 1 4 > 9 


** 4. 
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6 en AnSWER 6 
auberber fincerely or infincerely, is a flat contra- 
diction to St. Paul's account of it; who, inſtead _ 
of ſuppoſing that it can ever be a mere involuntary 
error, or mere human frailt;, that may conſiſt 
with integrity and true piety, expreſſly deſcribes 
it as being, in itſelf, a warꝶ of the fleſh, which he 
that does ſpall not inherit the kingdom of God, 
and ranks it, without any dt a Htinqtion, with adul- | 
-tery, murder, idolatry, and other heinous crimes*, 
And the Doctor's very ſtrange interpretation of 
this text has been fully conſider' d, and confuted; 
. -— But tho he has been entirely ſilent with reſpe& 
to almoſt every thing that I have now briefly 
hinted at, and which was deſigned to prove his 
2M ſcheme of - Hereſy to be repugnant to reaſon, 
Freripture, and common morality; yet he gravely; 
and without. the leaſt ſeeming diffidence, ſays of 
what he has lately publiſh'd as A true ate of. the 
contraverſy, the; it-is in AnsweR to my ſecond 

Jegeep.: - 5 

As to my. own- account of Harada, 1, have allo | 

| rf that in all its parts; evading no one diffi» 

culty of any conſiderable moment, that Dr. Steb- 

ing has been pleaſed to urge againſt it. When 

Ft St, Poul ſays of the Heretic that he /neth, I have 

proved , as Ihumbly-apprehend, very ſufficient- 

_ ty;:that he can be ſuppoſed to mean nothing leſs, | 
than this, that the Heretic's. error is a voluntary 
offence, Which renders him properly a criminal, 

and juſtiy liable to cenſure and puniſhment; that 
the Doctor has all along „ ſubject, firſt 5 
hy an unaccountable, and: af terwards, when I had 

ſet him right, by an 7nexcuſeable becauſe repeated, 


1 "i Lang Lene Ss p- $i" ty 32 t Wia. bw era  - 
A e Myron 


Ekind of bug 
ſerving his purpoſe, that they make directly againſt 


De. STEBBING. 7 
: miſe þ efentation'; ; that the texts which he has 
arown together to ſhew that the word /in (as 


wells Hero) ) is fre uently uſed in ſcripture as a 


r, without any ſuch determinate zl 
meaning as oh have affix'd to it, are fo far from 


him; and that the ſuppoſition he hath advanced 
Go againſt the reaſon of the thing, the moſt obvious 
' ſenſe. of the word itſelf; the conſtant uſe of it in 
all moral diſcourſes, and repreſents St. Paul, in 
the particular paſſage we are dif Peng about, as 
a mere writer of tautolggies. 

I have ſhewn farther , that tis WN pro- 
bable that the error 'of St. Paul's Heretic lay in 
che will, and not in the undenſtanding, becauſe 
he directed Titus: to reject him after the firſt 
and ſecond admonition; that if it had been mere- 
ly an intellectual error, both as an inſpired Apo- 
ſtle, and a wiſe man, he would have exhorted 
to inſtruct, and not to admoniſh, becauſe in all 
ſach caſes admonition is impertinent and uſeleſs, 
and inſtruct ion the only natural and proper means 
that can be uſed; that no reaſon can be aſſign d, 
why thoſe who. err involuntarily. and are ſincere 
in their miſtakes, ſhould” be rejected even after 
the firſt and ſecond inſtruction, becauſe it hap- 
ens in innumerable inſtanees, that honeſt men, 
| gentleneſs, and repreſenting the truth in a 

variety of lights, have ur length their errors rec- 
tiſied, and therefore ought not to be provoked, 5 

and confirmed in their prejudices, by precipitate 
and: raſh-excommunications : © „Together with all 
Wbich it has been clearly hown,” that as Dr: 
— Second Letter, Sc, b. o | 3 3 | 
| PO | 8 Sieb. 5 7 
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© Stebbing 1 at firſt to remoye. the 


ef a Bop," as if that could juſtify. 
| wo ge 1 Ops ze We * ny: repre- 
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conſidered. - EIN" one of the Doctor's objections 
againſt; it é. And from the whole, I preſume, it 
will appear, I need not Hy. that te moſi nawural 
and probable (for that will not hear a diſpute) but 


juſt rules of eriticiſm, is this, that the Heretic it 


The reader will ſurely. be: ſurprized when\.heris 
told, that Dr. Stelling has taken nn notice of all 
theſe things; and it is natural to aſk; with wat 


in AN. VER-t0. my: ſec f 

Bur to Henke a word-on-tvio e bee 
dhe thing itſelf..— Were not tlieſe, that have been 
mention d. the original points: in controverſy? 


was. at liberty to caſt into what form he ple: 
r in. an g Did not 
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by reſolving this whole affair into the /peciel 2 EY 
und reconcile contradictions; he has in rows — 


interpretation 1 gave of this. part of the Heretic s 
character, that he is 1 .of himſelf, and 


the only ſenſe; of GN e, according to all 


one auh act againſt the imuard e of bis mind 
750 ſo, rity. ſpeaking, Condemns bimſelf. . 


Propriety, 5 face. of truth, he could inſert it ii 
the title page of hi 8 chat it was 


not Dr. 2 in his firſt Letter, ieh he 
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| 9 
ond Letter proceed in the fame train, and de- 
tend his reaſonings on the very ſame. points? 
26 5 : have not I in my laſt endeavour'd to. confute 
- theſe reaſonings, {till following him cloſely, and 
arguing in the method which he him Ur pre- 
ſcribed? — Certainly then, This, if any thing is, 
muſt be the true fate of the controverſy ; and by 
Kenend to debate theſe heads any longer, the 
Doctor has plainly Zeſerted, nay, he muſt give 
leave. to add, given up, the: controverſy, ; becauſe 
he has left me in poſſeſſion of the main argument 
in every branch of it, For whereas he ſays, that 
he “ does not intend to diſpute particular points 
<« with me over again; and that thoſe who read 
< with judgment will (he hopes) ſee no occaſion 
for it *; theſe are words that flow of courſe 
from the pen of every writer that finds himſelf 
4; -areſs, 4.-— Beſides, what are theſe. particular | 
points?” Are they not the arguments and objec- 
tions on x both. ſides, on which, the WHOLE, de- 


E*.£% 32.23 


10 write an Thin to 1 5 poſe, to ex. 
in and wo 5 ie the ee of I 125 8 which | 
Was the ground of our debate, let us 15 on to 
| publiſh true, and truer, ſtates: .of the controverſy, 
-|- till: we have quite tired ourſelves, and the world. | 
And I take this opportunity of 1 — IO i 


r bi Geblings True Star, NES 
ow WG e 
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unleſs the Doctor ſhall think fit to return to the 
argument, and defend what he has advanced, I 
can employ my time mueh better, than by at- 
tending him "theo! a courſe of cavilling and per- 
fonal reflections - — And be 1550 now 1 "inal 
anſwer. 


Ir is AED 7 Mie for = to confider! what” Dr | 


| Stebbing 5 actually done, and ſubſtituted in the 


"mp ic & what he ought to have done. And that 


may not complain of being neglected, or 
; ren © m any of his invaſions and intended 
de as if they were unanſwerable, I ſhall 


6 thitongh his true fixte of the controverſy, þ, giving 
ally, wich fore plain | 


15 1 i +} 1 Ward 


9 of it impar ally,” Wi 


Ip 4 x niet pee follow: is, to examine 
6470 ing that Ry fetin to relate to the argu- 
ment irſelf, before I proceed to perſonal matters; 
thit the reader may either leave off where the 
Appearance of argumem ends, or enter upon the 
eee the deb to, juft as 5 finds 
l WN of ana Mn, the Doctor albino 

: 45 j 

# Ho 
ae ace % And which ofily deſerve 


of 14 


sto be remark d 


5 e eee 


n the 2d, zd, And ch es, of a new 
gkt of 7 75 85 pos laſt perform. | 


cauſe it /erminglyafeRs" the ſtate of 
the e neſtion, "ad is defiver'd out with an air 


+ 


de of a Heretic; that he depart from the Faith 


the word itſelf has anly a general meaning, and 
„ Ggnifies no more than that he is gerverzed, or 
4. turned out of the way, And this, ſurely, he may 


Dr. STEBBING. 5 
words of iny ſecond Letter, which are theſe “. 


Upon reviewing and conſidering the matter 


e more carefully, I can fee no reaſon to belieye 
« that departing from the faith is at all eſſenzrg/ to 
* the character and guilt of a Heretic. In the 
© ature of the thing itſelf, it is not eflential. --- 
« For Sets or Herefies may be formed about 
te rituals, about things in themſelves indiſferent, 
« and confeſs d to be indifferent, as well as about 
points of doctrine. And if the leaders of theſe 
* ſecs, tho they pretend to aim at the advance- 
** ment of religion, by introducing greater ſo- 
re lemnity, order, and decency in the public Wor- 


but intereſi, or to gratify their anibition and 


be vanity, and conſequently act againſt their in- 
ward cynuictions; they may juſtly be deſcribed, 
let em be ever ſo orthodox in matters of RE 
„ AIT E, as factious ill-de/igning /elf-condemn'd 


cc Heretics, or Sectaries 


_ A&6AIN;=--* There is hut one paſſage in all the 


New Teſtament, where the Heretic s character 


„ is expreſly and profeſſedly given: This is in the 
*epiſtle to Titus. There, again; there is but OHe 


* phraſe, that can be thought to affor d the leaſt 
intimation that it is ſtrictly efſentialty the no 


ion 


N Hibs [£8 
e /andithat is, he is ſubwerted. But it is plain, 12 


be, by departing in hib practice, tho he openly | 
* guet nd opinions repugnant to the Figith, tram 
hs 9 2 
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« the way of piety, peace, and integrity. ut 
as in my ſermon I had paraphraſed theſe words, 
A Heretic 7s ſubwerted, thus, He is turned afide 
from the true Faith, thought i it an act of juftice 
to acknowledge my former error, and correct. 
every thing both in the ſermon and in my firſt 
s letter, that intimates departing from the Faith, 
«c or maintaining doCtrines contrary to. Chriſti- 
« ; anity, to be 4 neceſſary part of the Heretic $ 
4 character, whom St. Paul hath condemned. 
7 Stebbing 's remarks" on theſe paſſages are; 
"That tho © ; 4 is very commendable, 1 men 
e can bring themſelves to acknowledge their miſ- 
zee takes, whether real or imaginary,” yet © have 
« no merit to plead, for nothing depends upon 
„its. And for what reaſon? Why: this gentle- 
man 18 pleaſed to tell us, That © the point with 
him is, whether ſe/f-condemmation — is neceſ- 
<fary to oonſtitute the notion of a Heretic; and 
that © this queſtion 2 not be at all affected by 
ee achuſting the particular matter about which 
op 5355 Hon be converſant.” The deſign of 
which paſſage is to make the reader believe that 
the point here ſpoken of 'is the only point in con- 
Trovetly ; otherwiſe,” the whole remark is trifling ; 
and what 1 have advanced may be very much to 
the purpoſe, tho this particular: point be really 
not ted by it. I muſt therefore appeal to Dr. 
Stebbing's firſt and ſecond Letters for the real true 
ſtate of the controverſy, "againſt what he pr 4 
feign rs to be the true ate of the controverfy in his 
- ortnance.” By looking into his former 
5 ane en this W every one will mmedi 
| 5 ng . i 
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ately * that there has been another very im- 


portant queſtion debated by us, beſides that which 


is now mention'd ; and that is, whether Hereſy 
is properly defined to be an open departure from 
the Faith, whether fincerely or infincerely, whether 
with or againſt conſcience. If it were proved ever 


ſo clearly, eee in the ſtrict 
ſenſe of the word, is not eſſential to the notion of 


Hereſy, the Doctor's account of it may ſtill be 
Falſe. ; becauſe: notwithſtanding this; it may. be a 
work of the fleſh equally with adultery and mur- 
der, and the fault of the Heretic may (as I have 
_ undeniably ſhewn it ves) lye in the 4207/1, and not 


in the underſtanding. Theſe therefore are ditin& 


ents, and have been diſtinctiy conſider' d. 
And as the new obſervation which I have made, 
and which Dr. Stebbing. has not diſputed, came 


in when I was examining his definition of Hereſy, | 


it muſt be allowed to be pertinent, and of great 
moment too, as it effectually oyerturns bis whole 
ſcheme. For how is it poſſible that Hereſy ſhould 
be nothing aſe but an open departure from the 
Faith, if there may be Hereſy where there is 10 
departure from the Faith? how can this be the 
eſſence of Hereſy, if it be not efentzal to the cha- 
racter of a Heretic? I am ſurpriſed. therefore, 
that the Doctor himſelf was not. ſenſible, that the 
_ evaſion he had had recourſe to was ſo thin, that it 
muſt be univerſally ſeen through; and that he 
ſhould: affirm ſo poſitively, . That <:-whether, he 
ve agrees with Mr.;Fofter in this new notion of 
t Hereſy, or Whether he differs from him; the 


| « diſpute: will not advance one ot on e ſide 
5 e. with reſpect. to his accgunt. of Hereſy, or 
a Y 's | mine) 5 
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1 ANSWER. 70 
mine) . nearer to a_conclufion.*” And much 


more ſurpriſed am 1 to find him declare in ſo 

ſeemingl e a manner, that as he never 

« bad y. diſpute with me upon this queſtion” 
e never means to have any for the 

| -cri For what will be the conſequence of 


publiſhing to the world ſuch a haſty and heedleſs 


reſolution ? — If he departs from it, he ſtands 
convicted by his own conduct of inadvertency 


and raſhneſs; and if he adheres to it, he cuts him- 
ſelf off from a neceſſary ſelt · defence. But as Dr. 


_ "Stebbing has thought fit to call this alteratian-of 
my former 8 new nation of Hereſy, 1 


muſt take the liberty to put the reader in mind, 
(1) That this in itſelf is not at all zarerial, be- 
cauſe the only point to be conſider d is, whether 
the alteration be ft, or nor. And (adly) That 
Iſtill maintain all the general branches of my 
h-were, and are, that the Heretic 


ror eg — and rejected is really a ſinner, 


and not one involuntarily, ſincerely, and conſci- 
entioufly erroneous; and * he is deſcribed by 
St. Paul as ſelf-condemned in the proper ſenſe of 


the word, i. e. as acting 1 is inward 
nt and conviction. The wwhole' of this 


jadgme 

Dr. Stebbing has ſtrenuouſly 1 for — 
I'refer/ again 10 his firſt a tte 
tho' —— — (if h 
could perſuade any to be ſo credulous) that he 


has no concern in the points themſebves that is 
Bas all along diſputed; but only in the :0sE 


1 e of 
theſe points: ; 


* 
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WI muſt now go on to the a page, the 
wes of which is mere declaiming. There is, 
however, one remark of the Doctor which I 
muſt not paſs by; and that is, that my en- 


deavouring to averthrow his . confiderable text 
for rejecting Heretics, i. e. all thoſe who do 


not believe as the HR CH believes, from chri- 
ſtian communion, ſhews it to have been then my 


opinion, that the church hath no right to _ . 


and reject Heretics. , To have been then my 
opinion? What! when I wrote my ſecond Let- 
ter, in which I have endeavour'd to overthrow 
theſe texts much more largely than ever I did 
before? This muft be the caſe, * the mere endea- 


t overthrow: thein' (which i is the Doctors 


mer ) proves the point. And yet he hitnſelf 
tells the world that it cant be, when he ſays, 


that my /obeme [in the fame Letter} a 


reſts upon 4 ſuppoſition, ar -conceſhon, 

church hath a right to fudge and gel Hertie 
— But not to inſiſt upon this, what he hath 
aſſerted: is juſt the ſame god ſeme, as if he, had 
affirm'd in other words, that becauſe it is my 
opinion, that Heretics in bis ſenſe on gli not to bè 
rejected from chriſtian fellowſhip, — He- 


retics in r ture ſenſe are nut to be rejected: 


Or . t becauſe it is my opinion, that 
| 8 be bas urged are not ſufficient to 
ove his point, I muſt therefore think there can 

e no texts to prove the other, vhich is a quite 
different point: Or, finally, that becauſe I believe 


that 5 — paſſages, which he has pick d up and 


collected together merely for their © ſound, "hae 


no tral relation to the rejecting Heretics: even in 
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my ſenſe of the word, I muſt neceſſarily believe for 
this reaſon, _ that the thing neither has, nor is 
capable of having, any ſcripture warrant at all. 


When'a man is reduced to ſuch _— as theſe; 


he does not deſerve a ſerious anſwer, - ; > paly 
2I' NEED not put the reader in ce that | 


the main difficulty with reſpect to my notion 


of Hereſy, both in the opinion of Dr. Stebbing, 


and the writer of the Weekly Miſcellany, was 


this ; That Heretics cannot be Enotmn, nor con- 
ſequently rejected. J endeavoured therefore, to 


ſhew, that the train of reaſoning which they 


irſhed' Was very far from confirming this ef= | 


1 fential'p int; and that Dr. Stebbing, in particu» ' 
lar, had, in the main of the argument, anſwered 
bimpelf. In order to which, I fairly ſtated” his 


objection in his own words, who ſays, that 
it. cannot even be ſuggeſted of uninſpired men, 
that They can judge of mens hearts; and therefore; 

none are to be rejected as Heretics, but thoſe 
zoho. deny the Faith againſt convittion, the con- 
ſequence is, that the right of © rejefting Heretics 
ceaſed with the miraculous gifts . The ob- 


jiection, I obſerved, reſts: entirely upon this; 


That Heretics cannot be #nocon to act 'with 
an evil intention, and againſt the convictions of 
their "own. minds, becauſe the heart cannot be 
Known,” now the git of wems are ceaſed, 


I therefore u ged it againſt the Doctor, that he 


had contendec in another place, whey: a dife 
zurpoſe was to be: ſerved, that the inwaurd 

lty, "deceit; and malice of the heart of Elymas 

che Sead © the Ae, g and 997 Ps 
ther} p. bi. | O82 
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whi ich 65 was dener ine A? been Known 
without an immediate divine revelation (and e con- 
ſequently, in an age. when there were 10 gifts of 
inſpiration) for this reaſon; becauſe every: 2 5 2 
Rnbꝛen by its fruits, and evil deeds diſcover an 
evil heart. And then I juſtly added; < Here, 
e Sir, you ate unluckily caught in an irrecon⸗ 
* cileable contradiction, and confuted by your 
own pen. For, if rr deeds difcover an . 
* beart, we have one general rule, at leaſt, by 
* which to know the. heart; and it may not 
bc only be. /upgefted, but affirmed, 'of "uninſpired 
re; be that that they can judge of the heart's 
«Abd thus the genera! ground of your whole 
© reafohing is ate deſtroyed a.“ I would only 
now appeal to cπuon eng, whether this ene 
ral propoſition, Evil deeds (even without inipira- 
tion) diſcover an evil heart ;—and this It cannot 
be ſaggefted of uninſpired. men, that they can 
udge of mens hearts are not manifeſtly repug. 
nant to each other; and Whether it was heceſſary 
for me to do any thing more, in order to demon- 
ſtrate to all the world, that Dr. Stebbing's grand 
ton Was 8 hong than to thew 
that he had directly che fundamental 
maxim on which 52 wholly "built, and had 
argued from notorious and epa 22 5 
tenciet. H he has exptelſed himſelf 7diftimt7/ 
chat is no fault of mine; or whether he Had 
 amther meaning frotii What his words, taken in 
their moſt natural ſeriſe, imply, or any meaning 
at all, is not my buſineſs to enquire: All chat 
1 havs aſſerted is, that he las wrote contact; Ns 


en Helbing p. bl. Eg 
8 2 1 
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and this 1 ill maintain. Let us however hear 
his Defence. 
_ Any here he has thought it proper to be 
artful, and for a blind, has changed his own 
original words. Whether the ſenſe, upon the 
whole, be not much the fame, I ſhal not at 
preſent determine; but certain it is, that by 
means of the alteration made, the contradiction 
before noted does not ſeem, at firſt ſight, to 
be ſo Atrong and glaring. What he really ob- 
ſerved in the caſe of Ehymas the ſorcerer was, 
that his evil deeds diſcovered his EVIL HEART; 
F what he now affirms he ſaid is, that his bad works 
E proved him to be a bad man But he is pleaſ- 
ed to aſæ, Will it therefore follow, that every 
bet immoral man is ſelf-condemned in any princi- 
< ple of revealed religion which he holds + ?” 
By ho means: nor did I ever intend. to draw 
ſuch an inference from it. My. only: deſign was 
to ſhew, that if the /6 fubtilty, nt and malice 
of the Hurt of Ehymas, and the Principles and 
motives by. which — was influenced, might be 
judged * 
' cumftances and facts that appear d againſt him; 
ſo might the corrupt intention and finiſter views 
of the Heretic: and conſequently that Dr. Steb- 
bing has, in ee, pak, that there i is no force 
i at all in his general argument ainſt the poſi- 
Biliey of. 2 even the Neandemuakion 
. of a Heretic. „ 
i Glowing 7 paſſage of my ſecond 
ES. Low, though the Doctor. — given it a quite 
25 5 4 rent turn, -- * Why, oh to Jou, 
* Tris _ Sr. p. 2 {| Ibid. 
HE £5 1. Sir, 
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by his conduct, and from ſtrong ir- 
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„ Sir, is it a thing not to be known, when, up- 


« on my ſcheme, a man is a Heretic? Becauſe, 
<«« I ſuppoſe him to act againſt conviction. And 
e why can we not know, that a man acts a- 


< gainſt conviction? Becauſe uninſpired men 


* cannot judge of the heart, This is your 


* only reaſon, and you have not attempted the 
| leaſt /hagow of a proof beſides this.---But you 


ce have renounced this only reaſon, and allowed, 


that uninſpired men may judge of the heart; 


* and, therefore, for any thing that you have yer 
* alleged, they may judge likewiſe when a Here 
* tic is CONDEMNED BY. HIS OWN MINDF,” 


use far, then, Dr. Stebbing is ſtill entangled 


by his own too general and incautious way of 


arguing. However, he thinks it becomes him 


to complain ; and therefore goes on to accuſe 
me of another miſrepreſentation, becauſe I have 
ſaid, that he has plainly allowed, that we may 
know, * without any extraordinary gift, [I 


might have added, and without his confeſing it 


too] “ that a man is inwardly condemned by 


e himſelf +.” And, has he not allowed: this? 
Moſt certainly, according to his own manner 


of ſtating the caſe. For I had faid in my firſt 


Letter, I as he rightly obſerves, That, if, to uſe 
an inſtance St. Paul has given, any man 
c teaches the immorality of theft, and yet is a 


* thief himſelf, I have very good reaſon to be- 


„ lieve that he / bows himſelf to be in te 


er wrong, and acts directiy againſt the ſenſe 


L of his own mind, either in condemning theft, 


* Second Letter to Dr, Stebhing, p. 63: + True State, S, ͤ P. 
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therefore, could be neceffary to ſhew this ar- 


«or praffifing theft.” To which the Doctor an- 
fwered, © Yes, Sir, you may infallibly be certain, 
«© that he knows himſelf to be in the wrong, in the 


ce oze, or in the other *.”---And is not this own- 


ing, as plainly as words can expreſs it, all that 


J at firſt deſired, and all that J have ſince charg- 


ed him with? But he pleaſed. to aſk, hat 
mow 1s all this to Mr. F olter's purpoſe + 2 That, | 


indeed, is another queſtion, to which J ſhall en- 
deavour to give a particular and diſtinct anſwer. 


In order to which, I obſerve (1ſt) That Dr. 
Stebbing's original argument was general, that it 


could not be known, without inſpiration, when 


gument to be weak and inconcluſive, but prov- 


ing the contrary,” to a demonſtration, by an in- 


conteſtable inſtance, and an inſtance acknowledged 
by himſelf. . But, (2dly,) Being now. convinced, 
I ſuppoſe, that this general argument was too 


looſe and incorrect, he would fain perſuade the 


reader, that he never intended to diſpute the 
point with me in general; but only that this par- 


Ficular caſe could not be known, when a man 


fanding power [of judging Heretics] even alt 
the beginning,” And, why! Becauſe, to 
noa a Heretic, we muſt know his heart f. 


is ſelfcondemned in ſome opinion which he pro- 
appeal again to his two letters, againſt his 2. 


were ſuch as theſe; * There could be no 


. Dr. Galant 's Second Letter; p. 63. + True State, c. P. 21. 
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Again, © If we cannot know a Heretic wit. 


„ out knowing his Heart, it will follow, that 
<« unleſs we have ſome rule whereby to know 
«© the heart; there can be no rule of judg- 


ec ment. How then ſhall Wwe Rnow a man's heart, 


« now the gifts of inſpiration are ceaſed? *”--]s 


not all this general argument? But where do 


we find any thing about the peculiar difficulty 
of knowing this ſingle inſtance, when a man 


is ſelf-condemned in ſome oN LION which be 


rofeſſeth? It is, as I remember, never once di- 
ſtinctly inſiſted on. I would obſerve, in the 
third place, that Dr. Stebbing would ſtill force 
me to argue with him on this principle, that the 
Heretic maintains doctrines contrary to Chriſtia- 
nity,  4nowing them to be ſuch; whereas I have 
expreſſly told him, that I do not believe the be- 
ing erroneous in matters of mere faith, nor con- 
ſequently the being conſcious of error in matters 
off mere faith, to be an eſſential part of the 
Heretic's character. Wherever therefore he talks 
in this ſtrain, he is quite departed from the 
argument as it ow ſtands; and very probably 
aims at nothing elſe but perplexing the contro- 
verſy, I ſhall conclude this head with obſerving, 
that the inſtance of ſelf-condemnation, allowed 


by Dr. Stebbing as capable of being certainly 


known, is directiy to the purpoſe of the whole 
argument contain d in my ſecond Letter; in 
which I have not receded in the leaſt from that 
ſtrict general notion of the word /elf-condemned, 


which the Doctor has all along oppoſed, nor 
granted the minute circumſtance in favour of 
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Huis Ecclfiaftical ſcheme of Hereſy. For to put a 
ceaſe that is not barely poſſible, but of which 


there have been numberlets examples ; Let us ſup- 
poſe, that the heads and leaders, or the abettors 


of particula Se&s, while they inculcate humi- 
lity and mortification, and exclaim againſt the 
_ immorality and widhednefs of ambition, and lux- 


_ wry, and worldly views, appear, from ce con- 


duct, to aim at nothing elſe but power and riches, 


0 temporal grandeur, and to delight in nothing 
more than in luxurious exceſſes; it is as certain, 


that they muſt now themſelves to be in the 


wrong, and act againſt the inward ſenſe and 
agment of their minds, either in condemning 


ambition and luxury, or in practiſing ambition 


and luxury, as it is, that the perſon in the other 
caſe (to which this is an exact parallel) knows 


| | himſelf to be in the wrong, either in TY 


theft, or prattifing theft. 
I THINK it proper, in this lacs, to conſider 


all that Dr. Srebbing has offer'd, relating to the 


proof of Hereſy. This will enable the — to 
judge at once of this part of the controverſy, with- 
out having his attention diverted from it by other 


points. The Doctor begins with obſerving, that 
te the evidence. hath no relation to the rule, hut 
te to the behaviour of men as agreeing with the' 
rule, or differing from it.*” To which I an- 
wer, That the evidence has ſo far a relation to 


the rule, that the rule muſt be — rang to be 
e can be 


clear and intelligible; or otherwiſe 
no evidence at all. But I have ſhewn, that the 


| | rule Dr. Stebbing contends for, 9 is 18 that 
1 ? True Stare Sr. p. 2 6. 
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Heteſy is an open departure from the Faith; 


neither has nor can have any one, diſtinct, and ; 


conſiſtent meaning, and conſequently is, pro- 
perly ſpeaking, no rule. And when the ſenſe of 
the rule itfelf is abſolutely uncertain, and im 
poſſible to be preciſely determin d, the evidence 
of mens agreeing with, or differing from it, muſt 
be equally uncertain and indeterminable. In the 


caſe of murder the law is expreſs and plain; and 


there is no man of a common capacity but muſt 
underſtand what the law :ntends by murder. 80 

there is no man of a common capacity but muſt 
as eaſily apprehend (according to my account of 
it) what the goſpel intends by Hereſy. For the 
general meaning of adting againſt conviction, in 
the caſe of Hereſy, is altogether as determinate 
and intelligible, as that of malice. prepenſe in 


murder. When therefore we ſpeak of proving 
murder, we ſpeak of proving a crime that is par- 


ticularly deſcribed and explained. And when we 


talk of proving Hereſy upon my ſcheme, we talk 


of proving a crime, that is, with reſpe& to the 


nature of it, as clearly and fully explained. But 


when we ſpeak of proving Heß on the Doc- 
tor's ſcheme, i. e. an open departure from the 


Faith (which Faith hath never been diſtinctiy 
ſettled and explained, and which it is next to 


impoſlible, from the looſeneſs and ambiguity of 


= the term itſelf, that particular perſons or churches 


ſhould underſtand — interpret alike) we ſpeak: 
in reality of proving nothing. at all; of proving 
error to be Hereſy, or eee to * 5 juſt as 
it happens; or | any. thing — to be 
1 And 1 this be the price of Ecchfiaſtical 
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Courts, it is evident to common ſenſe, that Jef 5 : 


entirely different from the ground of all fair and 
_— ptoceedings in Ca courts of judieature. 
Tu Doctor, however, has pitchd upon a 
way of making theſe wide and irreconcileable 
caſes exactly parallel. For tho his * 
Feripture rule has not, he tells us the cha 
detlared what is Hereſy * ; and this, he —— 
think, is equivalent to the law's having exactly 
defined ind ſettled what is murder in the other 
inſtance. S0 that the pub/ir dæclarutios of the 
church ſtands for the ſume in the caſe of Hereſy, 
as the law of Exgland in the caſe of murder: i. e. 
What the church declares is the rue and ultimate 
rule of judgment; or elſe, the two caſes are not 
at all milar. Whether this Proteſtant divine 
will have the courage to avow and maintain this 
ion, I know not. I have often calld upen 
to declare himſelf explicitly and openly upen 
this head; but e he has declined it. Nor 
is it caſy to gueſs at what point he aims: For in 
one place he repreſents' the ſcriptures, or rulls 
ad upon the ſeriptures +, as the rule of jug 
ment in caſes of Hereſy y 1 nd hee ak of 
Bliſting Hereſy againſt the'L a. of the church; - 
15. what the — has declared to be Hereſy. 
And the mentioning the /aw'of the church, and 
chat the church has declared to be Hereſy, muſt 
be quite i t in this controverfy, if it be 
not equaily the rule of judgment with he fer 
tures rbengſoluet, or rules founded upon tbe feri 7, 
tures, For if theſe are afro: rules, as they 
muſt be unleſs the fundamental prin e Pro- 
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teftants is wrong, there may be certain evidence, 
according to the Church's law, or of what the 
Church has declared to be Hereſy, and 79 proof 
at all, according to the Scripture- law, or of __ 
the Seri ptures have declared to be Hereſy, But it 
is the Scripture-Heretic alone that we are inquiring 
about; and with this queſtion, who may, or may 
not, be branded as a Heretic by the declaration and 
cenſure: of the Church, we have no manner of 
concern. $o that a man-without' KNOW ING him- 
felf to be 4 Heretic, may know: bimfelfe to: be one 
whom the Church: adjudges 10 be 4 Heretic; tho 
Dr. Stebbing (as a conſiſtent and-zealous Prote/tant 
no doubt) ſeems to be of tlie contrary opinionꝰ. 
Or if he did not mean this, that every ane, whom 
the Church adjudges ta be a Heretic, muſt be 
really by the Goſpell rule a Heretic, it is, as I have 
already hinted, n -1a7ter what. he meant; fines 

it can have no relation to the preſent ari 
Ap, now: as it evidently ars, that the 
Doctor has fail'd in the defence ol her oon ſcheme; 
tet us briefly examine what hie has offer d with 
reſpect to the evidence, or proof; of Heteſy; upon 
in ſtate of the queſtion; He intimates, in the 
firſt place, that the deſign of the evidence is 1 
20 ſhow 26h is Hereſy . And urho ever alerted 
that it was? Tam füre I hade not; but have oniy 
aſſerted, that chere may be ja ee 
man's being a factious, Hldefigning, flf.eon- 
demm d Seckary, according to gt e die 
 deftription of A Heretic in his epiſtie to: Tatws, 
But | . Stebbing may think, perhaps) that he 
red very dal a und- pertinently, When 85 
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a Whole page together * he has endeavour d to 
ſhew, that the law. of the land, neither in the 


caſe of murder, nor in any other, concerns itſelf 


with the judgment of conſcience, whether the 


action be right or as Tho' this likewiſe is 


nothing at all to me, who have never once in- 
nuated that it was the concern of the law. What 
then, it may be aſk'd, gave riſe to theſe rambling 


reflections? An argument of mine, I ſuppoſe, 


was the innocent occgſon, tho it afforded no 
Juſt ground for em. And for the argument itſelf 
I 'own: myſelf accountable to the publick, but 
not for another's miſapprehenſion of it. The 
caſe in fact ſtands thus: I have ſaid of Dr. Sreb- 
bing's reaſoning, that it arraigns the practice of 


all courts, of judicarure; and I deſired him to 


apply. it to the caſe q malice prepenſe' in murder, 
12 had 4 AN 10 put it 8 firong point of 
ridicule: This was only defigned againſt the gene- 
ral principle on which his whole argument was 
*bailt; that it cannot be even ſuggeſted of un- 

anſpired men, that they can judge of mens 
Hearts. And therefore 1 gee 7 no other uſe of it 


'*©why the wilfulneſs and evil intention of a He- 
5 retic ay: nöt likewiſe be known,“ And in 
this, view; in which! the juſtneſs of the reaſoning 
ann -bg; Aputed, the Boctor has taken no no- 
3 wear eg. But he has enlarged upon another 
point of the law 's concerning itſel! 4 N 
 1ſeienve Which 1 eee cd which 
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but to ieee chat 5 if the Fillulnels and evil 
1*:cambe nogeſtblexeaſon, in a moto things 


them; meaning by à principle, in the pallige re- 
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entirely remote from the grand queſtion in debate 
between us, v/z. whether Heretics are capable 
of being known, and conſequently rejected, upon 
the interpretation which I have given of the 


Chriftian rule. If it be clearly proved, that they 
are, and of conſequence, if my interpretation of the 


| rule be eſtabliſn d, all mankind muſt ſee, that 


we have nothing to do with the intent and con- 
cern of human laws. And even upon the Doctor's 
own principles, the laws of Civil communities, 
and the rules obſerved: in Civil courts, cannot be 
the ſtandard of Eccleſiaſtical proceedings; ; nor can 
he ever allow, that the Church has a rigbt to 


judge of nothing, but what juſtly falls within the 


jurifdiftion and cognizance of the Civil power; 


and that nothing (not excepting Hereſy itſelf) can 


be cenſured by the former, but what. * to be 
Puniſped by the latter. 

Tus it appears, that Dr. Stebbing has faild as 
much! in his endeavours to confute my account of 


Hereſy, as in ſupporting his own. He ſays, indeed, 
that Mr. Foſter. muſt be taught to diſtinguiſh 
e between views and-principles*.” To which I 


anſwer, That I always did diſtinguiſh between 


ferr d to, not the judgment of conſcience, as he in- 
terprets, 'but the ſpring of action whatever i it be. (in 
the fame ſenſe, as we commonly ſay that a man is 
influenced by a principle of malice, Sc.) and by 
4 view, the end for which an action is performed. 


I have now explained myſelf clearly, and leave 
the Doctor to make the moſt of it. But one 


thing I muſt not omit, and #5 Wi b 
1 28 a Sc. pa ps 


* 1 
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made a conceſſion, which will niche me Aube 1 


need be concerned about. For he allows, that the 
intentions of men are ſubject to human judicature, 
and conſequently may be nown without the 

ifts of inſpiration ; This, I ſay, he allows, when 
be expreſſly declares, that (c che law does inquire 


* 'into the intention in all criminal caſes, becauſe 


* it is the intention that makes the action crimis 
a. What now if it ſhould be ſhewn, that 
nothing i is neceſſary to be proved beſides the evil 
intention of the Heretic, in order to prove unde- 
niably, tliat he is in the proper ſenſe of the word 
condemned of himſelf? Will the Doctor ben be 
ſatisfied? Whether it be in my power to con- 
vince him, or not, this, I apprehend, is the truth 
of the caſe, and all that is required in the in- 


tances L have already given in my ſecond. Let- 
tere, For I there ſtated the matter thus (tho 
the Doctor, according to his waa! method, has 


not taken the leaſt notice of it) That when 
« the leaders and abettors of particular Herejees, 
« or. Seit, pretend a zeal for religion, and for 


„ the advancement and honour of Chriſtianity, 
- 6c we - ma ay Have probable. evidence in Many in- 5 


e ſtances; that they IX TREND only their 8 
e adyantage, or the gratifying their vanity, or 
&* {ome other" inordinate paſſion. And I like. 


wiſe intimated, that the probable evidence. (as this 


Gentleman thinks it -ought:'to do) relates to 
Ja. 7..e. to the evil intention;;\.this being the 
thing that I am dbligad to prove? Be- 
ff if theſe leaders and abattors of particular 
Herefe x "FO 1 1 a * for e n 
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© ME AN not religion, but intereſt, it neceſſarily 
ec follows, that in pretending religion they nk 
cc act againſt knowledge, and the inward convictiohn 
<« of their minds; and of conſequence be in the 
tc ſtrict ſenſe of the word avloxalax otic, or, SELF= 
e CONDEMNED.” And thus the whole proof of the 
real ſelf-condemnation of Heretics is made out in 
the Doctor's own way, and upon his own pro- 
feſs d principles. 

Tux reader will now ſee, to uſe. this Gen- 
dleman” s own words * ſomewhat alter d, and 
brought nearer to truth, That there is very little 
agreement between the, common method of pro- 
ceeding in Civil, and what he contends ought 
to take place in Eccleſiaſtical courts; the one judg- 
ing by, and the other without, a fixed and deter- 
minate rule.— The reader will ſee, that I have 
only produced an inſtance of what is allowed to 
| be. practicable and equitable in Civil judgments, 
as a; manifeſt confutation of Dr. Stebbing's fun- 
damental principle, that uninſpired. men cannot 
judge of the heart; but have. not choſen. 7his-as 
a proper way uni wer/ally, and in all reſpects, of 
trying the caſe; which, indeed, I have ſhewn 
it is not. And, it muſt be ſubmitted to the 
reader's judgment, whether he will take Dr. 
Stebbing's ſcheme of diſcipline, with its certain 
evidence of nothing certain, becauſe it is founded 
on no certain rule; or, in other words, with its 
certain evidence, that teuth and error are equally 
Hereſies; or mine, which ſecures the innocent, and 
ſubjects. none to cenſure but wicked and evil 
minded. Sectaries, with is Prong: pr W, c 

2 True State, Sc, Pp. 39. | 
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ISAALL now go back to the 23d page, to 
which what has been already faid is a ſuffi- 
cient and complete anſwer. For whereas tlie 
Doctor compares the uncertainty of the evidence 
on my ſcheme, with the uncertainty of the rule 
on His; 1 would alk, how is the evidence uncer- 
tain ? Why, only as probable” evidence may be 
faid to be uncertain, when oppoſed to tritt 
and abſolute certainty --But is it therefore in- 
fu efficient p roof? Let Dr. Stebbing himſelf deter- 
mine din, Who allows, (p. 30.) that probable 
evidence, is, in ſome caſes, juſtly admitted in 
Civil courts; which, I take it for granted, he 
-would not have done, if he did not apprehend 
it to be ſufficient evidence. But as to the rule in 
| His account of Hereſy, I have ſhewn it to be 
entirely arbitrary : So that there is really no more 
fimilitude between the edidence in one ſcheme, 
and the rule in the other, than there is between 
evidence and no evidence; or which amounts to 
much the fame; - between fufficient evidence, and 
no rule at all. The Doctor, indeed, has thought 
ft to declare it as his opinion, * That no man 
© ought to be rejected as a Heretic, unleſs upon 
3 certain evidence he appears to be ſuch *.“ In 
fition to which, I ſhall” venture to aller, 
Kc it is 7mpoſtble there ſhould be more «than 
probable evidence upon any ſcheme whatſoever, 
that reſts upon human interpretation of the holy 
Scriptures. And how, eſpecially,” is it poſſible, 
that Dr. Stebbing, or the Church, ſhould be cer- 
main, ii e lh certain (for the 3 he 


ſpeaks. of i 46: MEPs” to nere N 
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1 ay, is it poſſible, that he, or the church, ſhould 
be infallibly certain that every one is departed 
from the Faith who maintains what they think 
to be al, le; unleſs they are all Popes, and infals 
libly certain that they themſelves are in the 
. 

Tu ERE is 4 more worth taking notice 
of, till we come to the 25th page. I had urged 
againſt Dr. Stebbing's 3 That it ſuppoſes 
&© the Chriſtian religion to have given us a gene- 
« ral account of Hereſy, by which we can form 
te 70 notion of the true preciſe nature of Hereſy ; ” 
— That, © if the particular inſtances of Faith, in 
te an open departure from which the eſſence. of 
_ « Hereſy conſiſts, be not plainly. pointed out, 
<« and particularly ſpecified, in the New Teſta- 
<« ment, and pay her, if the phraſe, de- 
< parting from the faith, can have no . fixed 
e meaning; it will follow, that we have 10 
« rule by which to judge who are Heretics, but 
„ what always has been, and ever will be, va- 
* rious and felf-contradiftory,—no rule, but what 
« ultimately reſolves itſelf into fancy and COonjec= 
© ture. Or, which is the ſame, every man, 
te having no more than a rule of wokps, the 
« meaning of which is not clearly ſtated and 
« defined, --- mult frame the ſenſe, which alone 
<« is the RULE,, for, himſelf, 'So that the rule 
7 1 is. left to be determined by wiſdum or 
4 „ as either of theſe happen to preſide; 
= 75 enthuſiaſm; and blind zeal; by ambition, 

LL 4 e and craft. If it happens, that we 

2 ve good judgment and ſincerity, theſe muſt 
© help us to grope the better 7 in the dark; o. 
3 82 « therwiſe 
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4 'pleaſe to be Hereſy.” Upon this, Dr. Sr 


bing has been pleaſed to be very ſevere upon 5 


me, and charges me with talking © of the un- 
* certainty of the ſcriptures, exactly in the fame 
cr ſtrain that the Paprfts do, when they would 
<« {et up tradition, and the authority of - their 
church. And again, If Mr. Foſter, 
% (fays he) had been arguing g for the Pope's infal- 
e libility, he could have faid nothing more to 


tc the purpoſe. What thanks the 1 s OO. 


him, let him conſider.” But, in al this, the 

Doctor diſcovers à very mean opinion of his 
readers, and treats them as mere children, who 
are capable of being impoſed upon by the 
groſſeſt fallacies, For is it not evident to com- 
mon ſenſe, that he here takes it for granted, that 


his notion of Hereſy, and the Scripture-notion of 
oy, are one and the ſame; and that whoever 


inſt Aim argues againſt the Scriptures? 
And ras he think that any reader is ſo weak, as 
to admit this upot 
I have proved the contrary beyond all reaſonable 


contradiction; and fo elearly, that even he him- 


n to ſay in his own defence f-— 


4 wy whole: of the reaſoning” which” be objects 

20) on' this principle, That the Scrip- 
188 ate a pecſect and ſufficient And e 5 
a car and getermnate, aße \vf Faith and 
_ Diſcipline; and that I reject Pr. 5 N s rule, 


| en cope to be the rule of Seal e on the = 


\ IH 20} JATVTR 0 7 (1 
aj £ pee Sc. x p. 25. 19 a 
ven 


therwiſe ignorance paſſion, and prejudes 5 ; 
© may raiſe a lair, and ſuggeſt what they .. 
et. 


his bare aſſertion; and when | 


evident to common ſenſe, that 
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damental principle of Proteflants ; which ſtrikes 
directly at the root of all the exorbitant authori- 


tine; that his notion; notwi hſtandir 
ſpeeches, direciy tends to - confuſion; and ta 
brand with infamy, and —— injure; tha 
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very account, ban it is s abſolutely ambiguo 
. wh inexplicable! And can I be juſtly — 
for this, of defending the cauſe of Popery? <> 


What for bi for adhering cloſely to the fun- 


tative claims of the Romiſb church? Are they; 


on the con trary, the only true Proteſtants; —4 


eſent the Scriptures as having deliver d a rule, 
the ſenſe of which can never be determined by 
any FALLIBLE judgment; and whoſe opinion 


directiy yields that conſequence which is the real 


= that Papiſts make; and the only ſperious pre 
can make, for the Pope's; or the Church's, ns 


Gall ility? I ſhall add no more upon this head, bue 


only to adviſe the Doctor, when he has a mind 
be artful another time; to remember the 


maxim, Ars eſt celare artem; and not to attempt | 


fuch palpable and barefaced 1 as any 


man of an ordinary capacity may eafily detect. 1 


Tux Doctor in the 3 iſt and zad pages ſcams 
o triump upon ſome conceffions; which (he 
gines) I have made with reſpect to the-r#:02 
cence of his notion of Hereſy. To which I thall 


only fay; that he has indeed in à few paſſages; 
which were forced from him, ſtripped the ex 


communicating | fentence of the church of all 
its reaÞ terror. But 1 have ſhewyn at the ſame 


beſt of men: And if this . was not the caſe, I 
could never be ſufficiently affured that it is e 


tirely harmleſs, till he has need eee, 
E Ws , 
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 merT's mul#ing doctrine; becauſe he who is for 


fining Proteſtant Diſſenters, whoſe orthodoxy in 
the Faith can be as little queſtion'd as that of. the 
_ Eftabliſh'd Church, may juſtly be ſuſpected, if 
he had it in his power, of an inclination to FINE 
 Heretics alſo ; and may think the one altogether 
as conſiſtent as the other, with his sT RON GL v 
ASSERTING the rights of conſcience.” \ 
TR 33d and 34th pages contain only two 


timents ; and a kind of prophecy in how ill a 


manner Mr. Fgſter would behave, if a conveni- 


ent opportunity preſented itſelf, But as I am 


certain, that the prophet knows very kttle of me, 


and is no competent judge in theſe matters, I ſhall 
paſs the whole by without any particular remark ; 


only I can't help giving one ſpecimen of this good 
Doctor's charity. I had faid in my ſermon, that 
thoſe who come neareſt the character of the 


<« old Heretics are violent Party-men, who con- 
«fine Chriſtianity to their own faction, and ex- 
„ communicate all that take the liberty to differ 


e from them; the rigid impoſers of human 


4 ſchemes- of doctrine, and modes of worſhip, 


as eſſential branches of religion, and /aws bind- 
b ing conſcienoe! And are not theſe the true ſons = 
of faction? Are they not pernicious Sectaries, 


the peſts and — of the Chriſtian church? 
Without doubt they are. And yet Dr. Stebbing 
ſays, that tbe moſt favourable thing that one can 
bope.'s; that I do not believe one word of what 


T have ſaid myſelf*. If this be the moſt favour- 


Aub thing he can bye, what Is he 
TO I. * ! 


q uotations, which I own expreſs my preſent ſen- 
t 


thinks, | 


. . 5 
i 4 
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thinks, is the worſt thing he can fear? — Is it 


loſing the Church's favour ? Or being deprived of 


the power to impoſe human ſchemes of doctrine, 
and modes of worſhip, as eſſential branches of reli- 
gion, and laws binding conſcience ; 2. e. in direct 


_ defiance of the authority of Chriſt,—-to teach for 


doctrines the commanaments of men ? It ſhould 
ſeem by this paſſage, as if, in the Doctor's opi- 
nion, there were many thin gs worſe than a wil- 


ful and determin'd inſincerity. But as chuſe to 
cenſure in a more favourable manner than he has 


done, I ſhall only ſay, that either he meant to 
inſinuate, that there is more real merit in com- 
ing up to the ſtandard of the Church's Faith, than 
in truth and moral virtue; or elſe that he knew not 
what he meant. And of "theſe let him fix on that 
which pleaſes him beſt. 

TuERRH is one thing more, that may be 
thought to belong to the argumentative part, tho' 
it be a ſort of digreſſion from the original con- 
troverſy. --- Dr. Stebbing having, as he expreſſes 
it *, „ left it with me to conſider, upon what 
oF foot [if my notion of Hereſy was admitted! 
«* the Church of Chriſt could be held together as 
“ A vifible ſociety? Tanſwerd, © By a union 
ce in the neceſſary Faith of Chriſtians, and by 
<« charity and mutual forbearance, and the con- 
ce ſcientious and regular exerciſe of all Chriſtian 
<« virtues: Not by a unity of opinion, which 
; © is next to impoſſible; nor by a uniformity of 

te profeſſion, which can in many caſes be nothing 


. elſe but hypocriſy. This anſwer, in the 
PDoctor's opinion, is neither ſufficient, nor 8 


E True State, Cc. p. 35+ E. Second Letter, p. 32. 
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TR needs ſay, very extraordinary. 


Tux firſt is, That © if there be any one poli | 


« of faith, an oppoſition to which will juſtify 
te the church in denying a man the privileges of 


* chriſtian communion merely for the oppoſition 


be fake, or all pleas of conſcience 1 
< ing; my doctrine falls to the ground. * * 

Surely this can never be: For was it ever 2 
uhctrine, that perſons ought not to be rejected for 


any « error in matters of Faith ? --- No. Was it 


ever my dbctrine, that ſuch as are not Chriſtians 


ave a right to the privileges of Chriſtian com- 


munion ? -— Far from it. Where then is the in- 


confiftency ? Why the Ning of the argument is to 


come: For if there be any one point of Faith, 
without which a man cannot be 4 Chriftian, nor 
conſequently have a fight to be admitted to 
Chriflian communion, then, ſays the Doctor, 
* it will not be true, (which, by the way, I 
have never once afferted is or will be true) © that 
. 10 man © — e. no infidel] ought to be denied 
; «the privileges of Chriftian communion, unleſs 
© in oppo poliog the Faith he acts againſt the con- 
" Wickie of 

12 the Faith, whether 9th, or againft, 


convictions of conſeience, that Dr. Stebbing very | 


well knew was not, in my opinion, an eſſential. 
art of the character of a Heretic; he #new this, 


Tay, ät the fame time that he let himſelf, in 
ae F to argue againſt it as if it was my 
"And that the world may ſee this man 


of art in his proper colours, I ſhall now ſtats 
n Wy. of oe 8 my 


Fifent; ; and his reaſons for this aſſertion are, 51 


s own conſcience. T* As to oy 
N 


4 


A 


4 
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« egen This, I muſt take the liberty 
to ſay, is low almoſt beyond example in a writer 
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the argument as it ought to be ſtated, when it 4 
will, I make. no doubt, appear perſectiy ride. : 


culos.. It really ſtands thus, — Ta if ĩt be true, 
that Infidels, who want the neceſſary Faith of 


_ Chriſtians, may be denied Chriſtian communion; 


it cannot be true, that none are the Heretics 


whom St. Paul hath deſcribed, nor conſequently | 


ought to be rejected as ſuch, but thoſe who are 


ſelf-condemned. A perſon might as well Gy, that 


if any thing be true, nothing elſe can be true. 


Tur Doctor's next objection againſt the 


ſcheme which I have propoſed is this, That the 


e latter part of if is an expreſs contradiction ta. 


« the firſt. For if there is a Faith, --- without 
de aich no man can be admitted 60 Christian 
“ communion ; there muſt be, in order to qualify 
F men for Chriſtian eee an 2 2 
* qunion, and an n mu ee 

„ TO THAT. FAITH.'— 

* Yet Mr. Foſter lays % down eee that 
« the viſible Church ef Chriſt is held 

ge nat by unity of opinion, nor by uniformity of 


of any character for learning and abilities. 


For is it poſſible to be conceived, that in the 
unity of openzon; by which, I ſay Chriſtian ſoci- 


eties are nat to be held — * 1 could intend 
to include that union in the neceſſary: Faith of 


Chriſtians, . art of 
the ſame U chat they are to be held roge- 
ther? Or can that, to which an exception is 


F made juft before, be laid with the leaſh 
N cn 5. 7 8 


i 
"7 
© j 
$f! 
1 
1 
1 
. 
+4 
1 
4 
4 
ö 


in 1 I I. 
a «Ya 4 4 10 


* An ANS WER 0 

candour or ſhew of fair dealing to be laid 
down abſolutely? When it is aſſerted, that the 
Church of Chriſt is to be held together by a 
union in the neceſſary Faith of Chriſtians,--- not 
a unity of opinion; is not this the only natural, 


5s it not the only probable, meaning of the latter 
clauſe, that the viſible church is not to be held 


together by a unity of opinion in any points, that 
are DISTINCT FROM THE NECESSARY FAITH 


OF CHRISTIANS? I think it not worth my 
While to ſay any thing more to this remark of 

Dr. Stebbing, but leave it to take its fate. And 
if he ſhould judge it proper (as I expect he will) 


to repeat the charge of contradiction in his next 


reply, he may depend upon this for his encou- 
3 — I ſhall entirely pale it by « as 5 be- 
neath my notice. 

Tus ends. ha ARGUMENT, ſo fir. as it 
relates to the suB ECTS either of Hereſy or 
Church-communion. I now proceed to a brief 
examination of the captious and litigious part of 
Dr. Stebbing's laſt performance. This is con- 
tinued without interruption (ſo well does it ſuit 


the Doctor's temper) from the 5th to the 17th 


e; where we have artifice and perplexity in 


abundance. And the defign of the whole (which 
is about a third part of the Gentleman's reply). 


is to ſhew, That it was at firſt my opinion ab- 
ſolutely, my clear and ſettled opinion, that He- 


retics 4 — not be known without the miraculous 
85 ift of diſcerning jpirits ; and, of conſequence, 


: I have (contradicted myſelf, and quite al- 
tered. my original plan, Be this as it will, it is 
| 45 no manner of importance 0 ſettle what z5 the 


e 
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tue notion of a Heretic on the chriſtian ſcheme: 


For the only point of moment is, whether my 


preſent opinion, let it agree with my former, or 


differ from it, be right. If it be, no demonſtra- 


ew. 


tion can be more certain than that the Doctors 


whole' account of Hereſy is abſolutely wrong. 


But I ſhall not detain the reader longer with 


tedious ſcene of wrangling as faſt as I can. 


Tux 6th and yth pages admit of uo affwer, 
ſince they only contain poſitive charges, not 


ſupported by the leaſt ſhadow of proof. But 


begin, there is à long quotation from my ſer- 


mon on Hereſy, which, as to the greater part 
of it, might have been as pertinently applied 


to any other point that Dr. Srebbing had been 


eſſes to have in view. This the reader will be 


this, becauſe, I would haſten through this 


ng to fix upon, as fo that which he pro- 


fully convinced of, if he gives himſelf the trou- 


ble to read the paſſage through. With reſpect 


to which, and the general concluſion drawn 


from it, I--- (in the Iſt place) declare once more, 


as J have often done before, that, as far as I can 


recollect, it neither was my opinion, nor did 1 


intend to eprgſi it as my opinion, that Heretics 


could never be known but by the exerciſe of a 


miraculous diſcernment. Dr. Stebbing, however, 


inſiſts upon it, that he knows my ſentiments bet- 


ter than I myſelf do, and can explain them bet- | 


ter; and therefore he ſtill ſuſpects, with a polite= 


xeſs peculiar to himſelf, that all I have ſaid 7s: | 


nothing better than mere evaſion*; But, (2dly,): 


; n | as | 


: 


2 8 2 * 
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2 with a nota bene, and which; indeed, are 1 
the only ones in the whole quotation: that fem 
ta ſuit his purpoſt, I have "already, ſhewn, "that : 1 4 
ey are very 7 25 _— juſtifying and fapy s 
the vhorge. I only defire this equitable. alli | . 
b ance, that mutilat ſerabs of ſentences may net 
2 for evidence, but the whole of what 1 
ve {aid be rallected and taken in ene view 3 _ 
T-again appeal to every unprejudice 
t ——— CL fon « Whether tha 
7 2 expreſſions, How can W 
8 oh g « ceredinhy know, in moſt caſes at leaſt; whether 
F e a man be a Heretic, or not f What rule s 
E- we, ww ertrac illumimnations and af 
V ſiſtances are craſed, PTY It isa point of ga 5 | 
; 4 nirety to judge of Hereſy in particular ins- 
5 5 — winter; fay; the meaning of theſs 5 
expreſſions, when conſidered and compared 
<< together,” can, even tho they are interpreted 
«with the utmaſt rigour, amount to any ching 
* more than this, that we may ſuſpect and pre- 
F ſume, but cannot certainly know, at leaſt in 
F l cafes; that we have in ng caſes, or in 
I 5 no 7 0 i. e. no fie rule! And, 0 
pomit of great 
5 toe determine, in ne inſtances, who 3 
4 —— Leute of St. Pau? s direction to Time, 4 
ns 6 Heretic s. All: theſe expreſſions, in N87 F 
ons Bf left — When the extratrilinary xi, 
the Holy:Ghoft: were communicated, &e.- the mute 
might be-moRE EASILY decided << Ei por PF: 
of great wen rx to judge, ber . Thar d b ww [I 
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"Fo TRY or. their Pmmorali ty, « than for 1 
9 7 hich | PERITAPS, * We cannot 80 CERTAINLY | 
| Judge — - Every. one of theſe ex preſſions, and their 
occurring ſo often, can ap er in no Other . 
4 diſintereſted and candid reader; than as fo. 
2”. 11105 cautions. put in to guard aga inſt miſtal 
ar E. villing ; ; and are the nge . 
"Ain what Dr. Stebbing ſeems reſolved, at all adven⸗ 
tures, to impute to me, was never my Artes opinion. 
pon this | plain foot ſubmit the matter entirel 
to. 1 ee and ſhall never reſume the ant 
deration of theſe paſlages any more. 
"Bur as the Doctot has ſuggeſted ** other 
RA. gtounded on my fermion, to make 00d 
5 againſt me; 1 ſhall for the fake, of hi 
che End to. remove c 1550 Wear 
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* «RY Wy 7 les be Fa 1 55 ks i 
l argument here is very W 
comes out thus; That becauſe a man's oppoling 
Phat I apprehend to he a plein and wc) Sine 
* 4 is not, in my opinion, 4 bertain þ roof of of his 5 
ing e If coriderned (as common. ſenſe aflures all 
3 mankind it is Led and again, becauſe it is m 


opinion, | 


* 
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opinion, that an immoral ife i is not in itſelf fff 
cient evidence that a Heretic, as a als acts 


againſt conviction (as common ſenſe, affures us 


| hhewsſe that 77 75 not I muſt therefore believe, 
that there can be 10 proof, no evidence, at all, 
Without the gift of diſcerning ſpirits, that any 
Heretic ever acts againſt conviction; 1, e. I dif- 


card weak and znconclufiue proofs, and therefore 


117 muſt be my ſentiment, that there neither are, 
nor can be, any good pr roofs; [= But becauſe T think 
It better, that wickes 'decervers be rejected for their 
2 which 1 Trl notorious and Ls, Parks, thar 


e 88 at [the ey, 5 

1 e is imagined to 1 ag ; 
Ane it is is always beſt in Trek FA e caſes, 
that judg ent "ſhould proceed upon the cleareſt 
and rv geſt evidence.” Probable fo. there 


; 9 


A ilt of Hereſy; n 8 


true, el at we 155 not be able to 5 jos of it so 
2 nly ad we can of immorality, 17 58 is noto- 
rious to eaſe. So that there is nothing in this 


| Paley but what the leaft reflection would have 


ewn to be conſiſtent with m preſent opinion, 
which is only for ſtrong 7 2 tabs Aties.— And et 
Dr. Srellbing tells us, He wrote theſe wks tl at 
he might not be thought 8 trier f. 
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Dr. STEBBING. - 


1 NEED not enter into a particular examina- 


tion of the Doctor's long critical obſervations on 


the paſſag e on the Old M hig, and my explanation 
of it; becauſe whether his remarks, are fu, or 
unjuſt, the charge he has brought againſt. me 


will remain unſupported. For what does all he 


has ſaid amount to? Why to this only ; that if 


it was not at that time my fixed ſentiment, that 


Heretics could not be known without the gift of 
diſcerning g ſpirits, I have argued weakly and incon- 


cluſevely in my attempt to vindicate St. Pauls 


character. Allowing this, what does it prove ? 


That what I am accuſed of was really my opi- 


nion? This cannot be; unleſs Dr. Stebbing will 


ſuppoſe, what I am very far from aſſuming to 


myſelf, that I am not capable, as well as he and 


all other writers, of thinking that to be ju/t rea- 
| ſoning, which is nt ſo.— Upon other occaſions, 
and when a different turn is to be ſeryed, he is 
forwird enough to advance even groundl: 5 
charges of abſürd and trifling arguments, owing 
either to ignorance, or ſuperficial enquiry, or fa 


aye. pitate and careleſs temper ; with all which 
has been pleaſed to compliment me. But now 


when his an is to defame, I muſt be compli- 
mented with a kind of infallibiJity, and the good- | 
neſs of my. underſtanding is to be magn ified, in 


order to vilify my moral 8 And merely 


becauſe 'he t inks, that 1 have, otherwiſe, de- 
fended St. Paul on inſufficient grounds, he looks 


on himſelf a; authorized to impute to me as my 
rect and ſettled opinion, "what 1 have 'expreſly 


denied, to the beſt of my "knowledge, ever was | 
fy yl Which is ſuch treatment; as Wy, 5 
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g manners, and common decency forbid. I ſhall 
therefore now, and for the future, Yo: by every 
thing of this kind without any farther notice, 
as ſuch writers, and fuch pies juſtly deſerve; ; 


and eſpecially what is mark'd with a nota bene, : 


and included in hooks, in the 16th page, where 


the conſequence ex byputhefs, or upon the Sup 


fofition there made, cannot be diſputed by this 
author himſelf. But he contends that 4 it was not 
roper or pertinent for Mr. Fofter to charge with 
inſolence ex bypothefi. To which Mr. Fyſler an- 
ſwers, That . 02 ſhall not vouchſafe to enquire, 
ſince it is quite needleſs, whether it was pertinent, 
por not; But allowing. it not to be fo; what fol- 
lows from thence ? Might he not be miſtaken e 
He might indeed; but that was not t to be ſup - 
poſed, 4 4 be 7 the pretended proof of 2 
varication and falſhood would entirely fail; and 
beſides, it was not ſo ſure a way of blackening and 
traducing his character, as the making him a liar. 
This is another very conſpi icuous prof of the 
Gentleman 8 politeneſs, and fair diſpoſition. Let 
me. only add, that whereas Dr. Srebbing ſays 
that I * declared FOR MYSELF, that the on 
of St. Paul were addreſsd ta Titvs ALONE, or. 
extended ox L V to every one of bis fucceſſors, Wo 
IS ENDVED WITH THE/SAME.EXTRAORDI- 
Rx eee . nl hot 1 
dor is not | be Words of St. Fau 
ioben confined. fa Tis 2 alone they were ad- 
treſsd, ar: when] extendl only. to every ane, &c. 
(without adding that to ſuch alone they any way. 
del ;) Herd ris 25 eee I, not OR, 
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Wy with fa from declaring for. MYSEFLP; 
1 


ing it down directly as my opinion, that 
1 be extended or applied, even in an in- 


rity of the two caſes is ſo gro/s and palpable, as to 

de obvious, at firſt ſight, to the meaneſt capacity. 
TERRE is nothing more, in the Poctors 

True Hate of the cantroverſy, that requires our 


attention, beſides what he ſays about the doctrine 


of pecuniary mulfis; upon which I muſt have a 
few words with him, and J have done. 

In his firſt Letter he gave me this odd caution, 
which look d a little like a ſuſpicion of guilt,— 
Let me not be charged with being for PERSECU= 
T10N. Upon this, as he pretended an uncommon. 


" ſenſe, to any, who are not endued with the 
Same extraordinary accompliſhments? The diſpas 


Zeal AGAINST perſecution and FOR the right of 


private judgment, I thought it incumbent upon 
me, that the world might not be impoſed upon 


by 4. ſpecious air, to quote ſome paſſages out of 


Bs Polemical-Trafs, and leave them to determine 


and point out his. charadter, Theſe, at firſt, he 
thoug bt. it not prudent to retract, or own. But, 
at len h, he ſeems to have declared. himſelf, tho 
ſomew 6 cautiouſly. as upon a very tender pong... 
to be till in his 7. — for ſuch pRUNIARN 
MULCTS, as no conſcientious man would be un- 


willing 7a pay, and every prudent man, having 


no real /cruples, would chuſe not to pays. In 
which ſomething is inſinuated, that, I I. believe, 
wi fartle almoſt every conſcientious man in 

lhe and that is, That xo comſcientious man 
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- pbuny; or Any OTHER Tak that the MITE : 
„ Soto thinks more proper, 4 TRIBUTE | for 
| „ bis RELIGTHOUS liberty. 
Tus doQrine'of Dr. Stebbing r. add Weed 
43 | hey! bold of. And he is highly dif pleaſed with me 
for calling it a Mahometan ine og and fays, 
. that Tam "fo fond of making bim à mere Turk, 
that I neuer know when to have done. To which 
Ĩ ſhall only give this ſhort reply: — That it is 
\ | direftly a ManomeTAN doctrine, the Doctor 
4 eannot deny; that it is a CRLSTIAN doctrine, 
+ He has not attempted, and will never be able, to 
prove; and, of conſequence, it is Thur 2 "i 
mere Mobometan doctrine. 2 — thought 
it would follow, from his a /inple 
Adoctrine of Mabomer, that Dr. Reethi himſelf 
wWuas ſo much as a mere Mahometan ; and much 
leſs, that he was a nere e Nach every mere ; 
Mabometan is not. | 
8 'AND whereas the Doctor 8 fain fie 
me offer my reaſonsagainſt his, and MaHONMj: T's, 
_ Freumtary ul; I muſt beg to he excuſed from 
2 l into a long and laboured argument on 
theſe Awo' accounts. (xt) That my end is an- 
© Liver, which was, to ſhew this nan of zeal" for 
liberty of onſcience, and the right of private 
Judgment, in his true colours. þ He fays, He has 
Aſerted the rights of conſcience in the ſtrong geſt 
manner. But what do they amount to, Tae berg fo 
- STRONGLY: afferted * Pe Why to this, — Judge 
- for- yourſelves, you dare. However, dd not 
charge me with bee an enemy to your erer : 
eiſing frtely the right of pri vate judgment : For 
| n LW, it is my W chat * ouglit 
0 | ak 
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